003686

Rennaker, Joanne (DEQ)

From: Matta, Samir <SFMatta@lan-inc.com>
Sent: Monday, Octcber 26, 2015 10:43 AM
To: Prysby, Mike (DEQ)

Subject: City of Flint Corrosion System Review.
Hi Mike,

| have been asked whether the MDEQ/EPA is going to have a farmal response/review comments to what is needed for
us to obtain the permit. | menticned that based on our discussion that iff we provide the information below, we will be
able to get the permit issued.

e City of Detroit residual is around 0.4 (0 0.5 mg/L as PO4

»  MDE(Q} wants Flint to maintain a residual ol approximatcly 1.0 mg/L as PO4

o Feed pump capacily should be sized to address a max dose ol 2.0 mg/L. as PO4
»  Cul shects and MSDS from the Cily’s supplier

Please let me know il you require anything else and/for il a farmal response will be forthcoming.
Thanks.

| Samir F. Matta, PE
' Senior Preject Manager

Lockwaed, Andrews

& Newnam, Ine.

@ W A LTO A ALY COMPANY

2121 University Park Dr, Suite 100 « Okemos, Ml 48864-6901
T 517.203.5437 D 517.203.5437

www_lan-inc.com » SFMalta@lan-inc.com

CONFIDENTIALITY AND PRIVILEGE NOTHICE: This email communication, including any and alf altachments, (collcctively, this "Communication®), is inlended
solely for the person(s) to wham it is addressed. This Communication may contain information that is privileged, confidential and/or proprietary. Any unauthorized
usa, disclosure or copying of this Communicalion |s strictly prohiblied. If you have recelved this Communication in arror, please contact the sender Immediately
and destroy any and ali copies of this Communication.



003687

Rennaker, Joanne (DEQ)

From: Sygo, Jim (DEQ)

Sent: Saturday, October 24, 2015 3:01 PM

To: Shekter Smith, Liane (DEQ); Busch, Stephen (DEQ); Prysby, Mike (DEQ)
Ce: Shaler, Karen (DEQ); Krisztian, George (DEQ)

Subject: Fwd: One further cominent

i
Please review and let's discuss ncxt week.,

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Kaplan, Robert" <kaplan.robertiéepa. gov>
Date: October 24, 2015 at 8:58:12 AM EDT

To: Jim Sygo <Sysol@michigan. gov>

Subject: One further comment

Jim, I'm sorry that we have a straggler. This morning 1 received one lagt comment, | ordinary
would say "too late” but this comment reflects deep knowledge of the Flint system {esp. the
residence at issuc). Pls let me know il there are any issues. Again, sorry lor the late and
unconsolidated comment.

Bob

I) Has anyone evaluated where the water quality parameter monitoring is being conducted by
Flint? Il not, we might want to do Lhal 1o make surc that the sites selecled are representattive of
the water quality throughout the city. My concern is that the chlorine residual range reported by
the City in their October 2015 waltcr quality report is given as 0.2 —
4.0(https: /A www.cityolllint.com/public-works/utililies waler/ water-treatment-plant/). I Towever, we
know that in at least one area of the city, even after flushing the tap for & hours, there was no
detectable chlorine residudal. Repeated tests over 18 days (last one was September 3) show the
same, These measurements were done after the replacement of the old service line, so the
chloring is not gelling to this area (hilpy//lintwaterstudy.org/inlormation-lor-(1ini-
residents/chlorine-monitoring-in-flint-resident-ms-leeanne-walters-home/)

- 2) The recommendations in the final report on the sampling we did in Flint are linked to the
corrosion control ireatment. The lead concentrations in the scale/sediment are orders of
magnitude higher that what we typically see in drinking water samples, so I think from a risk
perspective, we need to better understand the composilion and stability of the scales withn the
pipes to to assess the stability of the scales and inform the treatment. Although the release of
scale/sedimenl is nol unique to Flint, the dislodging ol scale/sediment would pose the greatest
risk to residents by far. Our final report will be posted in the near future so should we include the
assessment sampling in our comments an carrosion control (sec below)?



